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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Wang (U.S. 
7426182 Bl). 

3. The applied reference has a common assignee with the instant application. Based upon 
the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art under 35 U.S.C. 
102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) might be overcome either by a showing under 37 
CFR 1.132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in the reference was derived from the 
inventor of this application and is thus not the invention "by another," or by an appropriate 
showing under 37 CFR 1.131. 

4. Regarding claims 1 and 2, Wang teaches a system and method of allocating tasks to a 
plurality of DSPs to handle calls in a voice gateway that receives calls, said calls utilizing a 
plurality of codecs, at least some of which utilize different amounts of DSP resources (fig. 1 and 
col. 2, lines 39-67), said method including the steps of: first determining if a particular call can 
be assigned to a DSP on a best fit basis (fig. 3 and col. 2, line 5 1 - col. 3, line 3), and if a call can 
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not be assigned on a best fit basis, assigning said particular call on a load balancing basis so as to 
balance the load on the plurality of DSPs (col. 3, lines 3-8). 

5. Regarding claims 3-5, Wang teaches a system and method of allocating a plurality of 
DSPs to handle calls in a voice gateway, said calls utilizing a plurality of different codecs, said 
codecs requiring a plurality of different amounts of DSP resources (fig. 1 and col. 2, lines 39-67), 
said method including the steps of: first determining if the call can be assigned to a DSP on a 
best fit basis utilizing a best fit pool which indicates the DSPs that would be fully loaded by a 
call using a codec in an associated resource group (fig. 3 and col. 2, line 51 - col. 3, line 3), the 
codecs in each resource group requiring substantially the same amount of resources (col. 6, lines 
24-31, Wang teaches codec type G.71 1 - 12MIPS and codec type G.729a - 25 MIPS); and if the 
call can not be assigned on a best fit basis, assigning the call to a DSP with a lightest load 
utilizing a load balancing pool which indicates the number of calls on each DSP (col. 3, lines 3-8 
and fig. 4). 

6. Regarding claims 6 and 22, Wang teaches (fig. 5)the resource groups take into account 
which codecs have a same first channel penalty (pre-allocated). 

7. Regarding claims 7 and 8, Wang teaches a method of allocating tasks to a plurality of 
DSPs to handle calls in a voice gateway that receives calls, said calls utilizing a plurality of 
different codecs, at least some of said codecs requiring different amounts of DSP resources (fig. 
1 and col. 2, lines 39-67), said method including the steps of: establishing a best fit pool which 
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has a number of codec resource groups, the codecs in each codec resource group utilizing the 
same amount of DSP resource (col. 6, lines 24-31, Wang teaches codec type G.71 1 - 12MIPS 
and codec type G.729a - 25 MIPS), and for each particular resource group indicating which 
DSPs would be fully loaded if they were assigned a call using a codec in the particular resource 
group (fig. 4); establishing a load balancing pool that has a number of call load groups, the DSPs 
in each call load group handling a same number of calls (col. 2, lines 20-24); first determining if 
a particular call can be assigned to a DSP based on the information in the best fit pool (fig. 3 and 
col. 2, line 51 - col. 3, line 3); and if a call can not be assigned on a best fit basis, assigning said 
particular call on a load balancing basis using the information in said load balancing pool (col. 3, 
lines 3-8 and fig. 4). 

8. Regarding claims 9 and 14, Wang teaches (fig. 4) the calls are assigned on a best fit basis 
using a best fit pool (plurality of DSPs). 

9. Regarding claims 10 and 15, Wang teaches the best fit pool has a number of codec 
resource groups, the codecs in each codec resource group utilizing the same amount of DSP 
resource (col. 6, lines 24-31, Wang teaches codec type G.71 1 - 12MIPS and codec type G.729a 
- 25 MIPS)), and for each particular resource group said pool indicates which DSPs would be 
fully loaded if they were assigned a call using a codec in the particular resource group (fig. 4). 

10. Regarding claims 1 1 and 16, Wang teaches (col. 3, lines 3-8 and fig. 4) the calls are 
assigned on a load balancing basis using a load balancing pool. 
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1 1 . Regarding claims 12 and 17, Wang teaches (col. 2, lines 20-24) the load balancing pool 
has a number of call load groups, the DSPs in each call load group handling the same number of 
calls. 

12. Regarding claims 13 and 18-20, Wang teaches (col. 2, lines 57-67) the codecs in each 
resource group have a same first channel penalty (preallocated). 

13. Regarding claim 21, Wang teaches a computer readable medium having stored thereon 
sequences of instructions for allocating a plurality of resources to handle tasks, said tasks 
utilizing a plurality of different amounts of resources fig. 1 and col. 2, lines 39-67), said 
sequences of instructions including instructions for: first determining if a task can be assigned to 
a resource on a best fit basis utilizing a best fit pool which indicates the resources that would be 
substantially fully loaded by a task in the associated resource group (fig. 3 and col. 2, line 51- 
col. 3, line 3), the codecs in each resource group requiring substantially the same amount of 
resources (col. 6, lines 24-31, Wang teaches codec type G.71 1 - 12MIPS and codec type G.729a 
- 25 MIPS); and if a task can not be assigned on a best fit basis, assigning the task to a resource 
utilizing a load balancing pool which indicates the number of tasks assigned to each resource 
(col. 3, lines 3-8 and fig. 4). 

14. Regarding claim 23, Wang teaches (col. 1, lines 57-67) the resources are codec utilizing 
DSP resources. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

15. Claims 24-26 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

16. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-26 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

17. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Roberta A. Shand whose telephone number is (571)272-3161. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00am-5:30pm. 

18. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Trost can be reached on 571-272-7872. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

19. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
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may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Roberta A. Shand 
/R. A. S./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2416 
/William Trost/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2416 



